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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendment received on November 6 
2006. 

Claims 1-5, and 7-28 are pending. 

The Old rejection maintained 
The rejection is respectfully maintained as set forth in the last Office Action mailed on 
July 05, 2006. Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-5, and 7-28 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive and the old rejection is maintained. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, and 7-28, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ahmed et al., (hereinafter referred to as Ahmed) U.S. Patent No. 6,816,460 and in 
view of Dunko (hereinafter referred to as Dunko) et al., U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 20020183068 Al. 

4. As to claim 1 and 7, Ahmed teaches a mobile device, comprising: 

a processor programmed to establish a mobile ad-hoc network of mobile devices 
and to construct a routing of at least some of the mobile devices of the ad-hoc network 
wherein the processor is able to estabUsh, within said mobile ad-hoc network, a sub- 
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network of the mobile devices according to said routing list. (col. 4, lines 9-25, coL 9, 
lines 1-20). 

Ahmed does not explicitly indicate wherein the ad-hoc network and sub-network 
is estabUshed among the mobile device that include an installed common application 
software. 

Dunko teaches searching method for mobile terminals in the user's vicinity to 
establish a communication link with them. A mobile terminal begins by searching to 
identify other mobile devices in range that contain compatible Bluetooth appUcation. 
When a match occurs the searching mobile devices compares received search code 
provided by the found devices to the search list containing search codes for the selected 
individuals and/or groups know to the searching mobile devices ([0036]). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to incorporate the teaching of Dunko into the invention of 
Ahmed so that mobile devices that have compatible software application are identified so 
that communication between them may be estabUshed. 

5. As to claim 2, Ahmed teaches a mobile device according to claim 1, wherein the 
routing list includes one or more routes to the one or more other mobile devices (see Fig. 
1 and 2, col. 4, lines 9-25). 

6. As to claim 3, Ahmed teaches a device according to claim 1, comprising: 
a memory (col. 9, lines 1-20); 

a routing table stored in the memory, the routing table including the routing list 
(col. 4, lines 9-25). 
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7. As to claim 4, Ahmed teaches a mobile device according to claim 3, wherein the 
routing table is designed to store a route to at least one other reachable device (col, 4, 
lines 35-45). 

8. As to claim 5, Ahmed teaches a mobile device according to claim 1, wherein the 
receiver is able to receive from a second mobile device another routing of other devices 
reachable from said second mobile device (col. 4, lines 35-45, col. 6, lines 30-54). 

9. As to claim 8, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 7, further comprising 
estabUshing a communications channel between first and second devices (col. 4, lines 35- 
46). 

10. As to claim 9, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 8, further comprising: 
receiving a list of devices reachable from the second device, the list including a 

third device (col. 4, lines 9-25); 

establishing a communications channel from the first device through the second 
device to the third device (col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, hne 29). 

11. As to claim 10, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 9, further comprising 
sending messages from the first device to the second device, to be relayed to the third 
device (col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 29). 

12. As to claim 1 1, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 10, wherein sending 
messages from the first device to the second deyice includes specifying a path from the 
first device to the third device (col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 29). 

13. As to claim 12, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 9, wherein 
establishing a communications channel from the first device through the second device to 
the third device includes establishing a communications channel from the first device 
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through the second device to the third device without regard for any alternative route 
from the first device to the third device (col. 3, lines 5 1-67, col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 
29). 

14. As to claim 13-14 and 17, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 9 as 
discussed above. 

Ahmed does not explicitly indicate wherein determining vi^hether the third device 
has installed therein the common application software. 

Dunko teaches searching method for mobile terminals in the user's vicinity to 
establish a communication link with them. A mobile terminal begins by searching to 
identify other mobile devices in range that contain compatible Bluetooth application. 
When a match occurs the searching mobile devices compares received search code 
provided by the found devices to the search list containing search codes for the selected 
individuals and/or groups know to the searching mobile devices ([0036]). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to incorporate the teaching of Dunko into the invention of 
Ahmed so that mobile deyices that have compatible software appUcation are identified so 
that communication between them may be established. 

15. As to claun 15, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 9, further comprising 
changing the communications channel to an alternative communications channel if the 
alternative communications channel has a lower cost than the communications channel 
(col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 29). 

16. As to claim 16, Ahmed teaches a method according to claim 8, further 
comprising: receiving a Ust of devices reachable from the second device; and forwarding 
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the list of devices to a third device within range of the first device (col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, 
line 29). 

17. As to claims 18-28, they do not teach or define any new limitation above claims 
1-17, therefore; they are rejected for similar reasons. 

18. Examiner-s note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are apphed to the 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested fi-om the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the Examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

19. Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-5, and 7-28 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. AppUcant argues in substance that: 

Ahmed in view of Dunko do not disclose or suggest constructing a routing list of at least 
some of the mobile devices of the ad-hoc network, which sub-set includes devices that 
have installed thereon common application software, 

Dunko teaches a searching method for mobile terminals in the user's vicinity to establish 
a communication link with them. A mobile terminal begins by searching to identify other 
mobile devices in range that are running the same Bluetooth application. When a match 
occurs the searching mobile devices compares received search code provided by the 
found devices to the search list containing search codes for the selected individuals 
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and/or groups know to the searching mobile devices ([0036]). Dunko teaches locating 
and identifying other mobile devices in range that are running the same Bluetooth 
application and not to identify mobile devices in range that have Bluetooth capability. 
Examiner is equating the Bluetooth applications running on the device to the claimed 
common application software. Therefore, Ahmed in view of Dunko still meets the scope 
of the claimed Umitatipn as currently presented. 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time poUcy as set forth in 3 7 CFR 1.13 6(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawki S Ismail whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3985. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished apphcations is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Shawki Ismail 
Patent Examiner 
January 22, 2007 





